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John R. Martin Named Acting 
Secretary 


John R. Martin, Associate Secretary of NSBRO, 
became acting Executive Secretary on June 5, 1958. 
W. Harold Row, Chairman of the Board of Directors, 
announced that Mr. Martin wll serve in this capacity 
until a new Executive Secretary has been secured. It 
it believed that a new Executive Secretary will as- 
sume responsibilities on September 1, 1958. 

Mr. Martin has been serving as Associate Secretary 
since January, 1957. A description of his background 
appears in the January, 1957 REPORTER. He has 
also been serving as pastor of the Woodridge Men- 
nonite Church in Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Martin replaces Rev. C. LeRoy Doty, Jr., who 
has held the position for the past two and one-half 
years. Rev. Doty, who has been serving in the dual 
capacity of Executive Secretary of NSBRO and pastor 
of the University Park, Md. Church of the Brethren, 
is returning to the West Coast to become pastor of the 
Long Beach, Calif. Church of the Brethren. 


Frozen Fund’ Bill Dies in 
House Committee 


The Sub-committee on Claims of the House Judi- 
ciary Committee, meeting in executive session on May 
14, voted to turn in an unfavorable report on HR 9882, 
a bill authorizing the expenditure of $1,407,976.96 for 
war rehabilitation work earned by conscientious ob- 
jectors employed as farm laborers during World 
War I. 


Prior to the vote, a public hearing was conducted 
by the Sub-committee in which three witnesses testi- 
fied in behalf of the bill. Those stating the case for 
appropriation of the funds were C. LeRoy Doty, Jr., 
Executive Secretary of NSBRO, William T. Snyder, 
representing the Mennonite Central Committee, and 
Lt. Gen. Lewis B. Hershey, Director of Selective 
Service. 


According to an original agreement entered into 
during World War II by NSBRO and several govern- 
ment agencies including the Selective Service System, 
the money was to be appropriated te NSBRO and 
then distributed to the religious agencies whose con- 
stituents originally earned the money, who in turn 
would use it for war rehabilitation work. Because the 
money has since been covered over into the U. S. 
Treasury, a Congressional appropriation is required 
to release it. 

Because of the Sub-committee’s unfavorable report, 
it is unlikely that the fund can be recovered during 
this session of Congress. At least this has killed the 
chance of anything being done by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee to which the bill was assigned by the Speaker 
of the House. It is virtually unheard-of for a full 
committee to act contrary to the recommendation of 
one of its sub-committees. One possible alternative 
which NSBRO is presently studying is that of having 
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a similar bill to HR 9882 reintroduced in the House 
in the hopes of getting it assigned to the Foreign Af- 
fairs Committee or Armed Services Committee. 
The Sub-committee vote came as a surprise to those 
who have actively championed HR 9882, since the 
bill had a unanimous blessing from all the govern- 
ment and private agencies concerned and there were 
no opposition witnesses at the hearing. The biggest 
stumbling block to the openly critical six-member 
committee, headed by Rep. Thomas J. Lane (D- 
Mass.), appeared to be the “claim” aspect of the bill. 
Apparently, the committee felt that the fund’s appro- 
priation to a private organization amounted to a gov- 
ernment “give-away”, notwithstanding the implausi- 
bility of this argument. Also, the timing of the hear- 
ing, which could not be controlled, was not the most 
advantageous coming during the hot debate on foreign 
aid which was that day raging on the floor of the 


House. 


News Briefs 


With the draft law due to expire next year, the 
proponents and opponents of conscription are already 
airing their views before the public. The May 27 issue 
of LOOK magazine, under an article entitled “The 
fight to kill the draft”, lists several major arguments 
against continuance of compulsory military training, 
quoted from manpower experts inside and outside the 
Pentagon. “The draft is unfair, it produces compla- 
cence, destroys leadership, promotes waste and ruins 
morale,” say opponents of conscription. On the other 
hand, Lt. Gen. Lewis B. Hershey, National Director 
of Selective Service, stated in a recent public speech 
in Washington that space age military strategy still 
entails a draft program—The Army believes that with- 
out a draft national defense will be imperiled by man- 
power shortages. Hershey also credits Selective Serv- 
ice with “channeling” young men into scientific, 
engineering and teaching careers by providing draft 
deferment incentives for students. “Our enemies will 
push harder if they see we’re backing away,” Hershey 
said, and predicted that “the neutrals won’t stay neu- 
tral if they see we're running off.” 


The Defense Department has announced the Army 


will draft 10,000 men in June. The June quota is a 
drop of 3000 from the Selective Service calls during 
February, March, April and May. The Pentagon at- 
tributed the cut to an increase in voluntary enlist- 
ments. William H. Francis, Assistant Defense Secre- 
tary for Manpower, said: “The increase in voluntary 
enlistment of highly qualified personnel by the Army 
may be attributed in part to anticipation of passage 
by the Congress of legislation which will make mili- 
tary service more attractive on a career basis.” 


* * *& 


J. Hubert Showalter from Bridgewater, Va., reports 
that his request for two years’ teaching experience 
credit for I-W work performed has been approved by 
the State Board of Education. The local school board 
indicated its willingness to grant credit contingent upon 
approval by the State Board. Armed forces personnel 
are generally given teaching credit for time spent in 
the service, but this is the first instance reported to 
NSBRO of a conscientious objector being credited for 
alternative service work by school authorities. For 
his I-W work, Showalter served as a recreational as- 
sistant in a mental hospital from 1953-55. 


*- * * 


Benjamin Kauffman, 23-year-old Amish farmer from 
Fredericksburg, Ohio, chose prison rather than work 
as an attendant in a mental hospital in lieu of military 
service. In an effort to persuade him otherwise, the 
judge, who is also president of the Cleveland Mental 
Health Association, had the youth visit a mental insti- 
tution to see the type of work he would be asked to 
perform for pay. After being given a week to make 
his decision, Kauffman nevertheless told the judge 
“I’m opposed to work outside my sect.” An eighteen 
month prison sentence was then levied on the youth. 


Private Peter H. Green, who has unsuccessfully 
sought CO status in the Marine Corps, was convicted 
May 7 on five different charges at his general court 
martial. A sentence of two years imprisonment at 
hard labor plus a bad conduct discharge was imposed. 
According to the court, Green’s gravest offense was 
discrediting the Corps in public statements. The con- 
viction and sentence are being appealed. 
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Recent Court Cases Involving COs 


U. S. v. George Thornton Cheeks, Criminal No. 
24018 in the U. S. District Court for the District of 
Maryland. Decided 2/20/58. 

George Thornton Cheeks, a Jehovah’s Witness, was 
acquitted by the Court (Chief Judge Thomsen pre- 
siding) of a charge of failing to report for Civilian 
Work. Court-appointed counsel for the defendant was 
Francis X. Gallagher of Baltimore. 

One of the local board members was summoned 
and testified at the trial that he did not think “the 
Jehovah’s Witnesses is a recognized church or sect or 
religion” and that in his opinion “no member of 
Jehovah’s Witnesses regardless of what he does with 
respect to preaching activities is entitled to an ex- 
emption as a minister.” Apparently following the in- 
formal policy of Selective Service, the local board 
had, upon denying ministerial classification, granted 
a conscientious objector classification to Cheeks. 

In acquitting George Cheeks, Judge Thomsen said 
in his opinion: “This does not mean that board mem- 
bers must accept without question whatever a Jeho- 
vah’s Witness may say about his ministerial activities, 
or his secular activities for that matter. They have a 
right to be suspicious of the certificates with which 
such a registrant is usually armed. But they must 
consider with an open mind whether the registrant 
meets the requirements of the statute and the regula- 
tions to qualify for a ministerial exemption.” 

Bouziden v. U. S., CCA10, 251 F2d 728, Decided 
1/28/58. Hayden Covington, attorney for Jimmy 
James Bouziden. 

In an interesting and important case in the 10th 
Circuit in Oklahoma, the U. S. Court of Appeals sus- 
tained the conviction of Jimmy James Bouziden, a 
Jehovah’s Witness who had sought both 4-D and I-O, 
but had been given a I-A and subsequently refused 
induction. At the trial, defense counsel had sub- 
poenaed the Hearing Officer to testify and had also 
subpoenaed the FBI Investigation Report for produc- 
tion in Court, all on the basis of the Supreme Court 
decision in Jencks v. U. S., 353 U.S. 657, 77 S.Ct. 1007. 
(This is the same point as the one involved in Blalock 
v. U. S. 247 F2d 615, CCA4, where Blalock’s convic- 
tion was affirmed, and in U. S. v. Jacobson, 154 F. 
Supp. 103, in the State of Washington where the 
District Court acquitted Jacobson). 

The decision of the Courts in the Blalock and 
Bouziden cases amounts to this: Where FBI reports 
are used to convict Communists, they must be pro- 
duced at the trial if the Government has used them 
as a basis for prosecution. But where FBI reports 


are used to convict Conscientious Objectors, they need 
not be produced. In the Blalock case, the Court rea- 
soned in effect that a different standard of justice 
was applicable to Communists and Conscientious Ob- 
jectors. In the Bouziden case, the Court adopted the 
reasoning of the 4th Circuit and further distinguished 
Communist and Conscientious Objector cases on the 
point by saying that in Communist cases FBI reports 
are made for the purpose of prosecution, whereas in 
Conscientious Objector cases the FBI reports are not 
made for that purpose. In a rather naive comment, 
the Court in the Bouziden case said, at page 731, “The 
Department (of Justice) does not hold a position of 
advocacy either to maintain or defeat his classification 
claim; it merely acts as a preliminary hearing body 
with powers of independent investigation for the pur- 
pose of advising the appeal board.” 

The Court ignored the fact that the Justice Depart- 
ment made an adverse recommendation as to classifi- 
cation, and it also ignored the fact that the FBI report 
was used to help convict Bouziden. 


The National Service Board for 
Religious Objectors: 
‘The On-going Program’ 


(Edit. Note: This is the a of two ties Summing briefly 
je ag as organization Program o! ‘ ; prepared by 


The general on-going work of NSBRO can be 
divided into three areas. The first is commonly called 
case work. This involves the counselling and aiding 
of individual conscientious objectors. A CO may have 
difficulty in getting his claim recognized by Selective 
Service at the local board level, and needs to appeal 
to the state or national level. Or, he may be classified 
as a conscientious objector but wishes information 
concerning available projects in the civilian work pro- 
gram. Then too, there are those whose convictions 
against war do not mature until they find themselves 
in the armed forces, and who consequently need to 
request discharge on grounds of conscience. Corhpul- 
sory ROTC also poses a problem to some. These mat- 
ters can be resolved only by constant contact by NSBRO 
with certain governmental agencies in Washington such 
as the National Headquarters of Selective Service, the 
Defense Department, and the Justice Department. 

From experience we have learned the great value 
of personal contacts. A case in point is that of a 
young man in the Marine Corps Reserves who became 
a CO and submitted a request for discharge. His re- 
quest was denied. Through a personal visit at the 
Marine Headquarters, it was discovered that the re- 
quest had been denied because the inductee was cur- 
rently in the Reserves, therefore not subject to active 
duty. An attempt was made to point out that the in- 





ductee was opposed to war in all forms and that his 
position in the Reserves was contrary to his religious 
convictions. After a brief discussion, the official 
browsed through the statement of the historic position 
of the denomination represented and then agreed to 
send the case to the Chief of Chaplains for further 
review. One week later an honorable discharge was 
received, 

In making new contacts at the Pentagon, it is im- 
possible to tell what type of reception you will re- 
ceive. It may be quite friendly or it may be a bit 
hostile. On one occasion I talked with an official for 
about 20 minutes on techniques of teaching a teenage 
Sunday School class. In the introduction it was 
learned that I was a minister and he a Sunday School 
teacher. He was looking for an opportunity to talk 
with someone on his very real problem. This was 
his opportunity. 

On another occasion the reception was quite dif- 
ferent. Two of us from NSBRO called at an office 
where two colonels had their desks. The colonel with 
whom we spoke seemed partially sympathetic toward 
our problem but the other colonel seemed irritated 
by our very presence. Before our discussion was 
ended, the irritated colonel rose to his feet, buttoned 
his coat, elevated his chest, and said, “Gentlemen, as 
a professing member of the Christian Church I want 
you to know that I consider you the same as Com- 
munists and other subversives and I am going to pray 
for you.” We rose to our feet, thanked him for his 
offer of prayer and assured him that we would also 
remember him in prayer. If we both pray for each 
other long enough, we should eventually get together 
in our thinking. 

A second general area is that of “keeping watch on 
Capitol Hill”. Developments in Congress must be fol- 
lowed closely so that any proposed change in the draft 
law will continue to afford adequate provisions for 


conscientious objectors. It was only through constant 
representation by NSBRO and its constituent agencies 
on Capitol Hill that the present alternative service 
program was legislated and implemented. 

Thirdly, NSBRO strives to keep its constituent 
groups informed of all developments in the field of 
conscientious objection. This is done by sending out 
memoranda periodically to members of the Consulta- 
tive Council. The Council also has periodic meetings 
with the NSBRO staff and Board of Directors—usually 
annually. In addition, The REPORTER keeps an 
audience of over 5,000 informed on CO news. 

Two notable achievements extending the rights of 
conscience into new areas have been the publication 
and distribution of the “Chaplain’s Guide to Conscien- 
tious Objectors in the Armed Forces” and the liberali- 
zation of the Immigration and Naturalization Service’s 
policy with regard to conscientious objectors applying 
for U. S. citizenship. 

Over 6,000 free copies of the Chaplain’s Guide have 
been distributed to chaplains in all branches of the 
armed forces. 

For a period of years the Immigration and Naturali- 
zation Service consistently denied citizenship to alien 
COs who stated that they would refuse to work in 
defense factories in lieu of military service. Represen- 
tation at the Justice Department by NSBRO helped to 
eliminate this stringency in policy. 

The future of NSBRO depends on the future of the 
draft. The current Selective Service Act expires in 
July of 1959. At the present time there is no unity of 
spirit inside or outside the government on the matter 
of continuing the draft. However, in general it would 
appear that the predominant opinion inside the De- 
partment of Defense favors the continuation of the 
draft while the predominant public opinion would 
favor cessation of the draft. At any rate, as long as 
there is a draft, there will be a need for NSBRO. 
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